Q ualitative methods evolve in particular areas, in rushes of development following long periods of diminished activity. The latest burst of activity is in the area of mixed-method design, more specifically in the combined use of qualitative and quantitative strategies within a single data set.
Defining qualitative data is important, for I often see mixed-methods designs containing qualitative data that I consider inadequate. They may contain, for instance comments obtained from forced-choice questionnaires, such as a Likerttype scale. These data were not deliberately solicited as a part of the study but, rather, written in the margin of the questionnaire by dissatisfied participants who felt the need to clarify certain points about an item. Participants were not asked to write their comments-some did and some did not-and instead of treating these comments as interesting data, we should simply consider them an indication that there was something wrong with the original questionnaire. These comments are not data; they are simply an indication that the researcher should begin again by conducting a solid, appropriate qualitative study.
The next question is, for QUAL ® quan (qualitatively driven, qualitative to quantitative) mixed-methods design, can we use any qualitative interview data, or must we use data from qualitative interviews that have a special structure?
Qualitative interviews are in two basic structures, and it is crucial to consider these forms from the perspective of the QUAL ® quan mixed-methods design. The first structure consists of interviews in which the researcher is a learner-in-the-field. These interviews are used in ethnography. The researcher conducts each interview to gain specific understanding, and the interviews do not consist of a standard list of questions but instead are tailored to obtain particular information. In the second structure, all participants are asked the same interview questions, either a selection of broad questions or a longer list of semistructured questions. In this style of interviewing, all participant interviews may be considered equivalent, and the information gathered is compared and analyzed item by item. Each set of responses may be coded and the codes subsequently analyzed quantitatively. If the sample size from the qualitative data is roughly equivalent to the quantitative data set, the transformed qualitative data can then be incorporated into the quantitative data set as variable(s). If the sample size is not comparable, then the results of the qualitative analyses may be analyzed separately and used to illuminate the qualitative results further.
There is, of course, a type of interview that falls somewhere between the freeflowing, unstructured ethnographic form and the more consistent semistructured interview. These interviews are relatively unstructured, but an important fact may be gleaned from each interview and coded (such as the participants' definition of health as a psychological or physical phenomenon, and health status), and such broad classifications may be used in nonparametric analyses, such as chi-square, to enhance the qualitative description.
In light of this, the transformation of qualitative interview data and its mode of incorporation into the study depends on the form of the qualitative interview data and the researchers' asking, Have all the participants been asked the same question? to determine if these qualitative data are consistent enough to quantify.
Before QUAL ® quan mixed-method design advances much further, the two questions introduced here, addressing the nature of qualitative data and the form of the qualitative interview, must be explicated, some agreement among qualitative researchers reached, and principles for their use developed. This list of tasks is only a beginning, and it is imperative that this work be conducted by competent qualitative researchers. We cannot ignore significant methodological problems any longer, regardless of whether we agree with the purpose of the methodological development, the use of qualitative data, or what the new procedures contribute to qualitative inquiry.
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